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COMPLAINANT

RESPONDENTS

RELEVANT STATUTES

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED

L INTRODUCTION

COMPLAINT FILED October 18, 2004
DATE OF NOTIFICATION October 25, 2004
LAST RESPONSE RECEIVED Nov 23, 2004
DATE ACTIVATED September 13, 2005

|
EXPIRATION OF SOL December 31, 2008

Willilam J Lynch, Chairman Rhode Island
Democratic State Commuttee

David W Rogers,

Special Operations Fund f/k/a Rogers for Congress,
and Chnistian Winthrop, 1n lus official capacity as
Treasurer,

Fnends of Dave Rogers, and

Chnistian Winthrop, in Ius official capacity as
Treasurer

2USC §43%
2USC §432(c)

2USC §434(a)
11CFR §1131

Disclosure Reports
Office of the Clerk, US House of Representatives

This matter anses from a complant alleging that David Rogers and us 2002 and 2004

campaign committees, Fniends of Dave Rogers and Rogers for Congress, respectively, violated

2U S C § 4392 when David Rogers converted contnbutions to hus personal use by selling or
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renting contnbutor lists developed by his campaign committees, and retaining the proceeds from
that sale as personal “salary ™!

In early 2005, after the complamnt was filed, Rogers’ 2004 principal campaign commuttee,
Rogers for Congress, filed amended Statements of Organization converting stself to an
unauthonzed, nonconnected commuttee called Special Operations Fund This conversion and
documents filed with the Commssion after the conversion, which appear to seek contributions
for Rogers’ congressional canchdacy, rmse the question of whether David Rogers 18 currently a
candidate for federal office Thus it appears that Rogers violated the Act by fauling to file a
Statement of Candidacy designating a properly named principal campaign commuttes and by
failing to file quarterly reports of receipts and expenditures for the 2006 election cycle
I FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A.  Factusl Backgrouad

1.  David W. Rogens

David W Rogers was the Republican candidate for Congress in Rhode Island’s First
Congressional District 1n the 2002 and 2004 general elechions He has not filed a Statement of
Candidacy for the 2006 election cycle as of this date

Rogers’ US House of Representatives Financial Disclosure Statement, filed on July 17,
2004, reveals $44,000 1n “salary” income received m 2003 from BMW Lists and $28,000 1n

! Complamant also contends that the alleged violations may mvolve knowing and willful conduct by Rogers under
2USC §437g(d)1) Since the payment Rogers received m 2003 for the sale of the contributor Lists exceeded
$25,000, Complamant urges the Commussion to consider referring the matter to the Department of Justice as an
spparent violation of the Act under 2 U S C § 437g(c)
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salary income recetved during the first half of 2004 from BMW Lusts 2 A Provadence Joumnal
news article from October 5, 2004, subnutted with the Complaint, states that “[h}is income last
year, $44,000 came from BMW Lists, the direct-mal hst acquisiion company that has had a key
role m his fundrmsing  Rogers said the earnings came from selling them hus contributor hsts *
[sic] A Memorandum of Understanding, dated October 1, 2001, provided by Respondents with
their response to the complant, purports to create co-ownership nghts 1n the campaign donor
hists for David Rogers and Friends of Dave Rogers * The response appears to acknowledge that
the “salary” payments from BMW Lists to David Rogers were 1n connection with the sale or
rental of contnbutor hists developed by his campaign commuttees
2.  Friends of Dave Rogers

Fniends of Dave Rogers was the pnincipal campaign commuttee for David Rogers' 2002
campaign for Congress The commuttee’s treasurer 1s Chnstian Winthrop The commuttee filed
several reports with the Commussion, the last dated July 15, 2003, seeking to terminate as a
pohitical commuttee Due to a fatlure to respond to certain questions from RAD about the
requested termination, the committee was not allowed to termunate and has been sent multiple
faalure to file notices, the last dated February 17,2006 The commuittee has not responded to any
ofthelenoucel]

2 Thuis Office does not have any further income iformation for Rogers  Although Rogers was required to file
Financial Disclosure Statoments with the U S House of Representatives under the Ethics in Government Act for
each year he was a candidats, he only filed one Financial Disclosure Statement, on July 17, 2004

) Respondents did not submit 8 ssmilar MOU between David Rogers and Rogers for Congross, the 2004 committee
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Rogers for Congress was the principal campeign committee for David Rogers® 2004
campagn for Congress At the time of the complaimt, Michael Rogers was the treasurer of
Rogers for Congress * Rogers for Congress was formed n February of 2003, prior to Friends of
Dave Rogers filing its first termination report  As of January 1, 2005, Rogers for Congress had
$78,720 53 cash on hand and $39,000 i1n debt

In February and March of 2005, after having received notice of the complaint 1n this
matter, Rogers for Congress changed its name and type of organization through two amended
Statements of Orgamization Rogers for Congress first changed its name to Special Operations
Fund In a subsequent filing, Special Operations Fund reported that 1t was to be an unsuthonzed,
nonconnected political committee © Throughout Spring 2005 and as recently as June 2005, the
commuttee was using both names, Rogers for Congress and Special Operations Fund, 1n the same
correspondence For example, 1n response to several RFAIs from RAD regarding 1ts 2004

reports, the commuttee submitted letters that were signed “Rogers for Congress/Special
Operations Fund ” See Attachment 1

$ Michsel Rogers was formerly the treasurer for Rogers for Congress and was identified as such in the Complant In
accordance with the Commission’s Treasurer Policy, Michael Rogers has been replaced as a Respondent in this
MUR with the successor treasurer of the re-named committee, Christian Wnthrop

¢ The first amendment, i February of 2005, changed the name of the comnuttes and changed the type of the
comnuties to & saparats segregated fund The second amendment, in March of 2008, changed the type of commuttes
10 a “commuttee [that] supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate, and 15 NOT s separate segregated fund or
party committee * Although the two amendments were flled approximatsly & month apart, the dates on the
amendments next to the treasurer's signature are only days apart Therefbre, this Office 15 assummg for purposes of
thus analysis that the committee made a mustake mn its first amendment and meant to file the second amendment only
days after the first but for some reason fhiled to file the second amendment for about & month
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In addrtion, the commuttee filed two muscellancous letters with the Commassion ? The
first letter was a solicitation form letter on “Dave Rogers (R-RI)” lettethead The letter appears
to sohicit funds for Rogers to run for Congress again See Atftachment 2 The letter contans a
“Pad for by Special Operations Fund” disclamer The disclammer fiuls to state that the
communication 13 “not authonzed by any candidate or candidate’s commuttee™ as required by the
Commission’s regulations The letter does not state to whom checks should be made paysble,
but instead directs the contributor to send contnbutions to “Dave Rogers ¢/o Special Operstions
Fund”ata P O Box in Washington, DC* The secand letter filed wath the Commussion was &
form letter thanking the contributor for hus or her contribution to the Special Operations Fund
and requesting employer and occupation mformation The letter, signed by Rogers, 1s on Dave
Rogers for Congress letterhead and has a “Paid for by Dave Rogers for Congress™ disclaimer at
the bottom See Attachment 3

Duning 2005, Special Operations Fund received $216,530 97 in contributions and made
$257,612 50 1n disbursements Of its 2005 disbursements, Special Operations Fund made a total
of $2,750 1n contnbutions to eleven federal campaigns

7 1t 18 unclear exactly why these two letters were filed with the Commission, but it appears likely that they were filed
in response to an RFAI from RAD as examples of the committee's “best efforts™ to obtamn data from contributors

'mﬂmmwmm“Imdmhmm'sMMmm-humM
Is
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B.  Analyshs
1L Contribytor Lists

The Act states that a “contribution accepted by a candidate™ “shall not be converted by
any person to personaluse ™ 2U S C § 439a(b)X1) “A contnibution or donation shall be
considered to be converted to personal use if the contnbution or amount 15 used to fulfill any
commitment, obligation, or expense of a person that would exast wrrespective of the candidate’s
election campaign® 2U S C § 439a(b)2) The Commussion’s regulations state that “the
Commission will determine, on a case-by-case basis whether  uses of funds 1n a campaign
account” constitute “personal use ” 11 CFR § 113 1(g)1)u) The regulations then state that
“the transfer of a campaign commuttee asset 1s not personal use so long as the transfer 1s for farr
market value™ 11 CFR § 113 1(g)(3) (emphasis added)

Rogers’ committees apparently used contnbutions received in the 2002 and 2004 election
cycles to develop one or more contnbutor ists Indeed, the commuttees’ reports contain multiple
expenditures to various direct mail and hst vendors, including BMW Lists, throughout the 2002
and 2004 campaigns When the hists were sold or rented, the proceeds were paid to Rogers as
“salary " In that manner, the pnincipal campaign committees converted contributions to the
personal use of Rogers

David Rogers apparently sold a contributor list or lists developed by Fniends of Dave
Rogers and/or Rogers for Congress to a vendor, BMW Lasts, and retained the proceeds ($72,000
total) for hus personal use A candidate cannot personally profit from the sale of his own
committee’s mailing list simply because he “lent” lus name or likeness to the commuttee for a
fundraising sohcitation Indeed, the principal campaign commuttee would not need or be seeking
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the candidate’s name or hikeness on a fundraising solicitation unless the individual had decided to
run for federal office

The fisct that Rogers and Friends of Dave Rogers entered a Memorandum of
Understanding (“MOU™) purporting to grant Rogers a co-ownership interest in the Lists does not
change the analyms The scenario presented by this matter appears more like self-dealing than a
farr market exchange Nerther the Act nor the Commssion’s Regulations allow parties to
contract around the personal use provisions The MOU evidences the Commuttee’s role in
converting its assets, 1 ¢, assets 1t developed and paid for with contnibutions to the campaign
commuttee, to personal use °

In their response to the Complaint, Respondents cite AOs 1981-46 and 1982-41 and
MURs 4383/4401 (Dole for President et al ) and 5181 (Ashcroft 2000/Spirit of Amenica PAC)
and MUR 5160 (Friends of Guiliam) as evidence that the Commission has approved certan
“commercially reasonable” transactions whereby a candidate obtains a co-ownership interest in
the names of those responding to a fundraising solicitation using the candidate’s name or
hikeness This matter 18 easily distinguishable from those matters 1n one very important aspect
Although the cited AOs and MURs reflect a practice of an individual taking an ownership
wnterest, usually himited to a one-tiume use, n a list of names developed from responses to a
solicitation or other mailing using the particular indivadual’s name, signature, or likeness, none of
the situations confronting the Commussion involved a candidate taking a personal ownership

9 Although a candidate u permitted under certamn circumstances to take a imited amount of salary payments from his
principal campaign commiitee, the regulations specify that the salary must be paid and reported by the principal
campaign commuttes See 11 CFR § 113 1(g)1)0)I) In this case, the payments Rogers categorized as “salary”
on hus U S House of Representatives Financial Disclosure Staternent came from BMW Laists, not his prmeipal
wlmmemnuwm&mmthmanll

C .
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nterest 1n a list developed and owned by hus or her own principal campaign commuttee In other
words, each of the MURs and AOs cited by Respondents are situations m which2 US C § 4392
18 mapplicable

In a Statement of Reasons written for MUR 5181 (Asheroft 2000/Spant of Amenca
PAC), Commussioners Mason and Toner indicated that “if the Commission were to treat property
(mailing Lists) that are personally owned by a candidate per se as property of lus authonzed
commuttee (absent, for instance, a jomnt ownership agreement), the statute’s separate segregated
fund and personal use rules would be vitiated ” MUR 5181, Statement of Reasons of
Commussioners Mason and Toner, p 11 Unlike in that MUR where then-Senator Asheroft was
purportedly given an ownership interest :n a maihng list by hus Leadershup PAC that was then
transferred to his pnincipal campaign commuttee, in this matter the candidate’s principal
campaign commttee developed and first had the ownership mnterest 1n the mailing st There
was a MOU purporting to convey a joint ownership interest to the candidate personally But n
thus situation where the onginal ownersiip interest lay with the principal campaign commuttee,
the MOU 1tself vitiates the personal use rules

Based on the above, thus Office recommends that the Commussion find reason to beheve
that David W Rogers, Friends of Dave Rogers and Chrishan Winthrop, in hus official capacity as
treasurer, and Special Operations Fund f/k/a Rogers for Congress and Chnishan Wmthrop, in hus
official capacity as treasurer, violated 2US C §43%aand 11 CFR §1131

Potential violations of the Act also anse m connection with the conversion of Rogers for
Congress to the unauthonzed committee, Special Operations Fund It appears that Rogers may
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still be a candidate for federal office If 50, then the consequence of lus having converted hus
pnincipal campaign commuttee to an unauthonzed commuttee, 1s that he violated the Act’s
requirement that candidates properly designate and name their principal campaign commuttees
A “candidate” 18
an individual who seeks nomunation for election, or election, to Federal office,

and an mndividual shall be deemed to seek nommation for election, or election
—(A) 1f such individual has received contributions aggregating in exceas of $5,000

or has made expenditures aggregating in excess of $5,000, or (B) if such
individual has gaven lus or her consent to another person to receive contnbutions
or make expenditures on behalf of such individual and i1f such person has recerved
such contributions aggregating 1n excess of $5,000 or has made such expenditures
aggregating 1n excess of $5,000

2USC §431(2) “Each candidate for Federal office  shall designate 1n wniting a pohitical
committee  to serve as the pnincipal campaign committee of such candidate ™ 2USC

§ 432(e)(1) “The name of each authonzed commuttee shall include the name of the candidate
who authonzed such committee under paragraph (1)” 2U S C § 432(e)4) Finally, na
calendar year i1n which there 13 not a regularly scheduled election for whach the candidate 13
seeking election, the pnincipal campaign commuittee shall file reports of receipts and
disbursements quarterly 2U S C § 434(a)(1)-(2)

Although Rogers has not filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2006 election, there are
mdications that he may still be a candidate for federal office ' As discussed sbove, the
sohcitation letter that Special Operations Fund filed with the Commussion certainly appears to
sohicit funds for Rogers as a candidate For example, the letter notes that “I have to ask for your

urgent help once again ” “Although I came up short this time 1n my campaign, I have not given

¥ Rogers has not filed as a candidate with the Secretary of State of Rhode Island etther, however, the filing deadline
m Rhode Island 13 not until June 28, 2006, and the primary election 1s September 12, 2006
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up on my battle to defeat the iberal Kennedys” (emphasis added) “As a Seal, I have been
trained to never walk away from a fight without accomphishing my mussion ” “I need to raise at
least $28,725 1n the next 15 days — enough to begm putting money 1 our treasury for this cycle
to defeat the Kennedy's and their liberal allies at the polls ™ The letterhead, while not Rogers for
Congress or Special Operations Fund letterhead, appears more candidate-centered n stating
“David Rogers (R-RI)" st the top And although the “Paid for by Special Operations Fund”
disclaimer 13 at the bottom of the second page of the letter, Special Operations Fund 18 not
mentioned anywhere 1n the body of the letter See Attachment 2

The solicitation itself mentions no other candidates the group 18 supporting and seems
entirely focused on David Rogers  The reply form portion of the letter states that contributions
should be sent to “Dave Rogers ¢/o Special Operations Fund” without any other indication as to
whom checks should be made payable Also, the letter was apparently sent to people who bad
been contributors to Rogers’ previous congressional campaigns The check off boxes are all
labeled based on compansons to how much the same donor gave “last tme” — twice as much,
50% more, or “same as last” The reply form also says, “Please know that I'm commutted to
electing straight-talking, no-nonsense pro-military conservatives like you to the U S Congress to
help change our nation for the better ® See Attachment 2

The timing and text of the sohicitation also raises questions as to whether Rogers was

attempting to meet a fundraising goal before the quarterly reporting deadline for principal
campaign committees The letter 1s dated March 13, 2005 and states “I [Rogers] need to raise at

least $28.725 1n the next 15 days — enough to begin putting money 1n our treasury for this cycle
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to defieat the Kennedy’s and thetr liberal allies at the polls *!' And the reply form portion of the
letter states “You can count on me to help you raise the funds you need and meet thus critical
fundraising deadline * See Attachment 2.

Thus language indicates that Rogers 18 running for Congress agam, therefore, funds
received 1n response to the solicitation would be contnbutions under the Act The Commission’s
regulations state that “a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of money or anything of
value made by any person 1n response to any communication 1s a contribution to the person
making the communication 1f the communication indicates that any portion of the funds received
will be used to support or oppose the election of a clearly 1dentified Federal candidate
11CFR §10057 ' See also, FECv Survival Educ Fund, Inc , 65 F 3d 285, 295 (2d Cir
1995) (where a statement 1n a solicitation “leaves no doubt that the funds contnbuted would be
used to advocate [a candidate's election or] defeat at the polls, not simply to criticize lus policies
during the election year,” proceeds from that solicitation are contnibutions) Although Rogers
has not filed a Statement of Candidacy for the 2006 election, the solicrtation letter seems to be
requesting contributions to Rogers as a candidate

The commuttee also filed a form letter with the Commussion thanking an individual for
lus or her contnbution and requesting employer and occupation information  Although, the letter
thanks the individual for us or her contribution to Special Operations Fund, 1t 1s on Rogers for
Congress letterhead and contains the “Paid for by Dave Rogers for Congress” disclaimer at the
bottom See Attachment 3 And the reference in the letter to “continued work on behalf of all

' Rep Patrick Kennedy was Rogers® opponent in the 2002 and 2004 general elections
12 The effective date of this regulation was November 23, 2004 The letter (Attachment 2) 1s dated March 13, 2005
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already been made

We do not know how much money Special Operations Fund spent on producing and
maihing the solicitation letter or how much was received 1n response to the letter
However, 1t appears that Rogers for Congress/Special Operations Fund took m $4,660 1n
contnbutions between January 1, 2005 and March 24, 2005 (the date the last amended Statement
of Organization was filed changing the commuttee type) From March 24, 2005 to June 30, 2005,
Special Operations Fund took 1n an additional $7,287 in contnbutions  Therefore, 1t seems
reasonable to investigate whether this solicitation, which appears to have resulted 1n more than
$5,000 1n contributions, was intended to raise funds for Rogers to run for Congress again, thereby
tniggening candidate status See2US C §431(2)

If, as defined by the Act, Rogers was a candidate for the 2006 congressional election, then
he was required to file a statement of candidacy and designate a principal campaign commuttee,
the name of which was required to include s name 2U S C § 432(e)(1),(4), 11 CFR
§ 101 1 If Special Operations Fund was to be his principal campaign commuttee, then the name
would violate the Act by fathing to include the name of the candidate 2U S C § 432(e)(4)

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that David
W Rogers, Special Operations Fund f/k/a Rogers for Congress and Chnistian Wnthrop, 1n hus
official capacity as treasurer, violated 2 U S C §§ 432(c) and 434(a) and 11 CFR § 101 1 by
fauling to file a Statement of Candidacy designating and properly naming a principal campaign
committee for a Federal candidate and by failing to file quarterly reports of receipts and
expenditures dunng 2005
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IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

D))

2)

3)
4

5)

Find reason to believe that David W Rogers, Friends of Dave Rogers and Christian

Winthrop, 1n lus official capacity as treasurer, and Special Operations Fund f/k/a
Rogers for Congress and Chnstan Winthrop, 1n lus official capacity as treasurer,
violated2USC §439aand 11 CFR §1131,and

Find reason to believe that David W Rogers, Special Operations Fund f/k/a Rogers
for Congress, and Chnishan Winthrop, 1n lus official capacity as treasurer, violated
2USC §§432(c)and 434(a)and 11 CFR §101 1, and

Approve the attached factual and legal analyses,

i

Approve the appropnate letters

/23 /os e B e eZ
Date Lawrence H Norton
General Counsel
JV
Associate General Counsel

for Enforcement
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Mark Shonkwiler
Assistant General Counsel
Audra L Wassom
Attomey
Attachments
1 Rogers for Congress/Special Operations Fund Letters in Response to RFAIs
2 Dave Rogers (R-RI) Solicitation Letter
:_il DaveRogauforCongnu']l'hnkYouumr
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ETEXT ATTACHMENT
B4/18/2008 17 : 37

Federal Elaciion Commesaion
900 E Steal, NW
Washingion, DC 20483

1D Numbar
Relorerwe Amerxied Oviober Quariady Report (820004 - SF30/04)
To Whom it May Concem

We are In necapt of the Commission's letter reganiing the above neferenced report  Plaase see below for our complets
Tesponee

‘We researched the conirbulors mentoned in your letter upon recuipt  We ted mstakenly sooept an sxosssve
oontnbuton fom both of then Thes was due to the fact that our caging company that procesesd the retumw of our
dwect mail pmgram continuad ta do s poor job of informing ue of when this happened se wall as not auppressing thees
types of donars from fulure mainge Wa malzs that thea e our reaponmbisty and tha e not accaptable

We are mading via USPS copme of the rafund ohecie 1o theee iwo donore  Please conesder those copises the remaning
portion of tye respones

For the same reason sixted sbove theee donors were not reported 1 § tmely fastson  AB you may have noboed, we dxd
repart 48 hour roboes for these very donors i the surounding days | thnk the demonsiraies that we wers not
mtsntionally hiding cantnbutions or ntanbhonally under repoiting, but that we simply had poor ayatama n placa

Thank you for the opportundy to respond  Please contact us I more nformahon 13 needed

Smoerely,
Ragemn for Congress/Specal Opershons Fund

~

ATPACIYENT
Page ./ of 3_




ETEXT ATTACHMENT o (7:48

Fadenal Bachon Commmaanon
980 E Straat, NWY
Washngion, DC 20403

ID Number
e 30 Dary Post-Ganeral Feport (10-14-0411-22-04)
Ta Whom it May Cancem

S Wearein recept of the Comatiewon's lsher regarding the above nefrenoed report Fiease 06e balow for our complets
L TOepOnee

<y

@ We reseached the ooninbutor menboned i your lstter upon recept Wis txd mastalesnly accept an exosseve

N contnbution from ths donor  This was tus 1o the fect thet our ceging Sompany that procssesd the reums of our drect
i mai pragram contnuad ta do a poor poh of infonming ua of whan thia happenad se wall as ned auppresang theas types of

g donom from Lzum muinga  ‘We realze that ths = oo neaponaiuity and this is not accepisbla

)
~ Wae are maing via USPS a oopy of the refund cheok Please conaider those copiee the remainng porbon of thie
nesponee

After the filng of this report, & wes lsamed that some sctvty contaned in a spreadshest that wes meant to be
repxvied hexd been mupimoed and was mstalvenly lok off  Mostly, it was dsbursements that had been mxie  Thes » the
neason for tha change i actwty

Our commities dd have nat debis cutsianding as of ths report and ths s the resson that some ontnbubans acoapbed
afer the general slection date were accepted for the general elechion

Thank you for the opporfunity to respond  Pleses contact us f more mformation e nesded

Srowrely,
Rogem for Congress/Spacal Oparations Fund

(L L] " sWh ‘ﬂ l.:




ETEXT ATTACHMENT
04/18/2008 17 : 48

Fedeml Elachon Commeasion
960 E Streat, NV
Washingion. DC 20483

ID Numbar

Reforsrce Amwsisd 12 Dxy Pre-Gemwal Report {(10-1-04710-13-04)

Ta Whon it May Concem

Wa are In receipt of the Commeion's letter raganding the above referenced eport  Pleass ses below for our complele
eeponee

After the fling of this report, &t wes lsarmed that some actvily contmned i a spreadshest that wes mesnt to be
reported hwd been mspisced and was mesteisundy lok off Mostly, it was dsbursements that i been mxis The B the
neason for tha change nactvey  The artushon that rasulted 1n thee avensight no langar axsts and we do not

axpact 1o hava a mpast of this mutake

0044264539

ot
~4  Thank you for the opportunty to espond  Pleass contact us f rore rformation 1s needed

Srcemly,
Rogere for Congress/Speoml Operatone Fund

\TTACIMENT z
fege..3 o€ 3 a
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.. US.NAVYSEAL,

g RECEIVED
.DAVEROGERS (R-R) HEWE

O i E e i tn e BR3P R0
HEARH . 'h'll N '! :{,‘;..d.?,.lge:?h 13, 2008 P
KXXRANEIKKEXXX ' ] S
XXXADDRESS1XXX XYXADDRESS2XKX ]
XXXCITYXXX, XOOXSTHXX ‘XXKSIPXXX - . ’

FORGIVE ME FOR WRITING SUCK A SHORT LETTER TO YOU TODAY,
BUT I AN ABSOLUTELY CRUSHED FOR TIME.

_* 'my'rRIEAD, YOO WERE DNE OF THE FIRST AND MOST LOYAL
SUPPORTERS, TR MY BID FOR CONGRESS LAST YEAR AGAINST TED
KENNEDY'S LIBERAL SON, DEMOCRAT PATRICK KENNEDY.

I'M WRITING YOU AGAIN TODAY BECAUSE I HAVE TO ASK FOR YOUR
URGENT HELP ONCE AGAIN. ° '

YOU SBE, ALTHOUGH I CAME UP SHORT THIS TIME IN MY CAMPAIGN,
I HAVE NOT GIVEN UP ON MY BATTLE TQ DEFEAT THE LIBERAL KEWNEDYS.

' a o a't 11 '

AS A CONSERVATIVE AND A'NAVY SEAL, I KNOW HON IMPORTANT IT
I8 FOR AMERICA'S FUTURE THAT LIBERA]L PENOCRATS LIKE TED AND
PATRICK KENNEDY NEVER TO UNCHALLENGED IN THE PUBLIC ARENA.

THAT'S WHY WHEN I RAN AGAINST PATRICK KENNEDY, I NAILED HIM
FOR VOTING REPEATEDLY VOTING AGAINST THE NEEDS OF THE U.S.
MILITARY AND OUR NATIONAL SECURITY.

AS YOU KNOW, WITH CONGRESS NARROWLY CONTROLLED BY THE
REPUBLICAN PARTY AND WITH THE DEMOCRATS INTENT ON USING THE
FILIBUSTER IN THE U.S. SENATE AGAINST PRESIDENT BUSH, WE CAN BE
SURE THAT THE KERNEDY'S AND THEIR LIBERAL ALLIES WILL GO ALL OUT
TO DESTROY PRESIDENT BUSH'S CONSERVATIVE AGENDA.

AS A SEAL I HAVE BEEN TRAINED TO MEVER WALK AWAY FROM A
FIGHT WITHOUT ACCOMPLISHING MY MISSION.

UNLEASH AN ALL-OUT CANPAIGN AGAINST MUCH NEEDED MILITARY PROGRAMS
AND CONSERVATIVES RUNWING FOR OFFICE BECAUSE THEY DISAGREE WITH
PRESIDENT BUSA'S PLANS TO OEFEND AMERICA.

o




FOR THE LAST FOUR YEARS I HAVE WORKED PRACTICALLY AROUND
THE CLOCK TO SPEAK OUT AGAINT THE LEFT-WING KENNEDY AGEMNDA.

BUT I CANMOT DEFEAT THEM ALONE. THAT’S WHY I NEED YOU!

I MEED TO RAISE AT LEAST $28,725 IN THE NEXT 15 DAYS --
ENOUGH TO BEGIN PUTTING MONEY IN OUR TREASURY FOR THIS CYCLE TO
DEFEAT THE KENNEDY'S AND THEIR LIBERAL ALLIES AT THE POLLS.

XXXNAMEXXX, IF EVERYONE REPLIES TODAY WITH A CONTRIBUTION,
NE WILL RAISE MORE THAN ENOUGH MONEY TO MEET THIS CRITICAL GOAL.

80, IF YOU ARE ABLE TO SEND ME A GENEROUS GIET OF $2HPC
TODAY, PLEASE DO.

EVEN IF ALL YOU CAN SEND IS $1.5HPC OR AT LEAST $HPC, I
WOULD GREATLY APPRECIATE IT. LET'S KEEP THE PRESSURE ON THE
KENNEDY'S BY WORKING OVERTIMNE TO EXPOSE THEIR LIBEAL AGENDA FOR
WHAT IT I8 -- A FAILURE. IT'S TIME TO TAKE ACTION - NOT JUST
TALK. I DESPERATELY NEED TO HEAR FROM YOU. PLEASE HELP ME MEET
THIS IMPORTANT DEADLINE. THANK YOU, XXXNAMEXXX.

#6) SIGRED: DAVE ROGERS, U.S5. MAVY SEAL, REPUBLICAN-RI

-EMERGENCY 15-DAY DEADLIME REPLY

{**XXXNAMEXXX, PLEASE MAIL BACK THIS ENTIRE PAGE WITH YOUR
MOST GENEROUS GIFT BY FRIDAY APRIL 29. *¥%)

2503882108844264541

DEAR DAVE: YOU CAN COUNT ON ME TO HELP YOU RAISE THE FUNDS YOU NEED
— AND MEET THIS CRITICAL FUNDRAISING DEADLINE. PLEASE KNOW
I’M COMNITTED TO ELECTING STRAIGHT-TALKING, NO-NONSENSE
PRO-MILITARY CONSERVATIVES LIKE YQU TO THE U.8. CONGRESS
TO HELP CHANGE OUR MATION FOR THE BETTER.

() $2HPC (2X LAST TINE) (_) $1.5EPC (50% NORE THAN LAST TIME)
(_) SHEC (SAME AS LAST) (_) OTHER § (THANK YOU)
FROM: XXXNAMEXXX TO: DAVE ROGERS
XXXADDRESSXXX C/0 SPECIAL OPERATIONS FUND
XXXCITYXXX, XXXSTXXX XXXZIPXXX P.0. BOX 96023
XXXSPO3IXXXK XXCODEXXXX WABKINGTON, DC 20090

Pmud for by Specml Operstions Fand, Contnbutions are not deductible for foderal moome tax purposss  Corperate comrbutions
and checks by foreign nationsls wre prolnbiied by law  Fodersl law requares all contrsbutors whose conirfbutions aggregats in
exoase of $200 per alection calendar year (o provids the fllowing information’

Ocoupation ad Employer

Thask you very wuch!
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2503882109844264542

udaten

«malinemes

«addregsl»
enddresa2n

acitys, aaintes, «ziph
Dear ualutation»

‘Thank you very rouch for your most recent contrabution to the Special Operations

Fund. Kt 18 supporters hike you that make our continued work on behalf of all
conservatives possible

Federal clection law requires that we request the the employer and occupation of
all contnbutors whom exceed $200 1n contributions in & calendar year. Please complete
the infhrmation below snd return in the enclosed self-addressed envelope

f you have any questions, please don't hemtate to contact us st 706.546 0282

Employer-
Occupation'

Thank you agam for your steunch support

Dave Rogers

PO Box 4946 » Middlesown, RI 02842 « www Rogers2004 com * mfb@Rogers2004 com
[ Paid for by Dave Rogers for Congrass ] 3
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